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approved judgment, with the result that he set
about writing a substitute* Hence the origin of
**Q that this too too solid flesh would melt",
which, in contrast with the other^ has the merit
of a particular relevancy. This conception is, I
think, sensible enough, but my powers of im-
agination are not rich enough to suggest any very
plausible reason for the subsequent insertion of
the discarded soliloquy in another part of the
play* One can only surmise that: Burbage, haunted
by the beauty of the lines and longing for the
re-experience of the applause he had received in
delivering them, had pleaded for their preserva-
tion somewhere, and that Shakespeare yielded to
the entreaty, and, in spite of his better judgment,
placed the soliloquy where we now find it. The
misfortune is that by this unhappy transference
a fortuitous slur has been cast upon Hamlet's
character. Coming exactly where it does, the
soliloquy conveys to us what Shakespeare never
intended. As Professor Tucker Brooke has well
put it:
The complete selfishness of the argument, the
refusal to recognise any duty to live for the sake of
his mission, and the astonishing "bestial oblivion1*
evidenced by the allusion to the undiscovered country
on the tongue of one who has recently spoken with